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OPINIONS AND FINAL DECISIONS 
OF COMMISSION 











OF COMMISSION 


ABANDON MENT. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 1. ABANDONMENT. 
ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING. 
1. AMORTIZATION. 


In determination of a proper rate base for test year, Commission 
requires that commitment fee be amortized over life of bond issue as a 
financial expense. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co-_-- 

Commission finds 5-year amortization period to be reason: ible for rate 
case expense. IJd_.....---.-- : 

Commission denies propos: ul by Niagara Mohaw wk to amortize by rs table 
monthly charges to operating expenses an expenditure of $1,500,000 
representing payment to Aluminum Company of America in connection 
with termination of unprofitable power contracts. Niagara Mohawk 
PONT CBD ic 3 stn gnantnsnnsatnanee 

Commission finds that facts shown do not “justify propose od: accounting 
charge to future periods of cost of abrogating these contracts, and it further 
finds such cost to be loss suffered in year made rather than assets of new 
business. IJd_ sects iho cps lp ccd acai tia 

Commission denies applic ation of Niagara Mohawk for order approv- 
ing amortization by charges to operating expense of payment to ALCOA, 
and Commission orders that Mohawk charge off such expenditures to earned 
surplus, account 271. IJd_- Weaiadindrs Gicbaitete obeace aaa pease oc 


2. DisposiTION or ACCOUNTING ADJUSTMENTS, 
(a) Reclassification. 

Commission requires that sales contract expense be transferred from 
plant account to account 146, other deferred debits, and that related 
reserve for amortization should likewise be transferred to such account. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co. nackuewetec atts sal ‘ ec 
ALLOCATION OF COST. 

See RATES, 1. ALLOCATION or Cost. 

ALLOCATION OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 2. AtLocaTIoNn oF PIpELINE CAPaciry. 
AMORTIZATION. 

See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 1. Amortization. 
ANNUAL CHARGE. 

See LICENSE, 1. ANNUAL CHARGE. 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

1. ABANDONMENT. 

Commission finds that Panhandle’s available natural gas supply is not 
depleted to the extent that continuance of service is unwarranted, as 


provided by section 7 (b) of Natural Gas Act 
Co 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY—Continued 


ABANDONMENT—Continued 


Panhandle fails to make statutory showing that proposed cutback at 
Detroit will result in benefits to consuming public along its line which would 
offset injury and damage to consuming public in a served by 
Michigan Consolidated and Michigan-Wisconsin. IJd___- 

Application of Panhandle for partial abandonment of service in Detroit 
area is denied, since public convenience and necessity require use of gas which 
Panhandle seeks to take away from Michigan Consolidated. /d 

Panhandle’s application for an order permitting it to reduce deliveries of 
natural gas to Michigan Consolidated at Detroit from 125,000 M. c. f. to 
87,500 M. c. f. per day is deemed to be an application pursuant to section 7 
(b) of Natural Gas Act to abandon service. Id. ; ror 

Panhandle’s application denied upon finding that public ‘convenience 
and necessity does not permit proposed reduction in service to Michigan 
Consolidated. Id 


ALLOCATION OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. 


Record clearly shows that there is market and public demand for 
increased volumes of gas that will be available upon Northern’s system 
as a result of construction and operation of proposed facilities. Northern 
Natural Gas Co____---- 

Commission finds it is in n public interest to require Northern to supply 
29,034 M.c. f. of natural gas per day to Minnesota Valley for communities 
it now serves and for four additionai communities it proposes to serve. IJd_ 

Northern is required to make available to Coon Rapids, Iowa, con- 
tract demand allotments of 500 M. c. f. of natural gas per day and 480 
M. ce. f. per day to Gutherie Center. i i 

Commission denies authorization to sell and deliver peak-day quan- 
tity of 107,000 M. c. f. per day upon finding that Texas Eastern would be 
unable to meet future requirements of its firm customers if such alloca- 
tion were authorized. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., et al_- 

Of 91,882 M. c.f. per day available for disposition, Commission allocates 
or reserves to 23 corporations and municipalities a total of 84,094 M. ¢ 
per day which represents estimated peak-day requirements of aicaine 
authorized to be served in fifth year of operation, leaving remainder of 
unallocated gas to Texas Eastern for emergencies and unforeseen contin- 
gencies. Id-_ Z 

Commission revises examiner’s allocation with respect to quantities 
of gas allocated to Shippensburg Gas Co., Consumers Gas Co., and South- 
eastern Illinois Gas Co., and orders specific quantities of gas allocated or 
reserved to Philadelphia Gas Works Co., Mid-South Gas Co., and Public 
Service Electric & Gas Co., all of which were excluded from allocation or 
reservation by examiner. Td- sci pe 

Load factors based upon method which distributes to classifications of 
customers estimated total annual volumes of gas that are lost and unac- 
counted for are not proper or productive of peak-day estimates. Tezras 
Gas Transmission Corp., 

Commission does not authorize deliveries to Columbia in amounts 
proposed by Texas Gas, despite the finding that Columbia has an adequate 
market for the sale of additional gas, because public convenience and 
necessity would be better served by reducing proposed sales to Columbia, 
which has multiple sources of supply, rather than by reducing proposed 
volumes to others. I/d_ =e 

Examiner denies petitions of Texas Gas and Indiana Gas for order 
requiring Panhandle to deliver to Texas Gas for resale to Indiana Gas 
such volumes as Texas Gas shall request up to Panhandle’s total contractual 
obligation. 

Controversial questions relating to service by natural- gas companies 
are within Commission’s power to hear, adjust, and decide. 

Inadequacy of Texas Gas’ facilities is proximate cause of its difficulty 
in meeting demands of its ‘full requirements contract customers” such as 
Indiana Gas. 

Panhandle has at all times performed its contract with Texas Gas 
and has discharged its obligation under the contract and its duty under 
the ‘‘Grandfather’’ certificate as it relates to such contract and sale. Jd_- 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SIT Y—Continued 

2. ALLOCATION OF PIPELINE Capacrry—Continued 

Applicant’s request for authorization to render service to the Cali- 
fornia Co. denied on finding that the application, as it pertains to this 
potential customer, is anticipatory, and that the exercise of any authoriza- 
tion issued pursuant thereto would be contingent. Colorado-Wyoming 
Gas Co_-- sac actin aad 


3. COMPETITION. 


Public convenience and necessity warrant the interruptible sale of 
gas, even though there will be partial displacement of competitive fuel. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co_- 


4. CONDITIONS. 


Commission imposes condition in order issuing certificate to require 
Northern to construct necessary branch pipeline facilities for delivering 
natural gas to the respective town border stations, as Northern’s rates are 
based upon its making delivery at such points and to require Minnesota 
Valley and Iowa communities to construct these lines would constitute an 
unfair discrimination in service. Northern Natural Gas Co nse 

Northern’s contention that “impairment” clause of section 7 (a) of 
Natural Gas Act is a limitation upon Commission’s authority under sections 
7 (c) and 7 (e) is rejected as section 7 (a) is not applicable to certificate 
proceeding under sections 7 (c) and 7 (e). Jd 


Legislative history of section 7 (e) of Natural Gas Act indicates that 
Congress intended Commission should have authority to attach proper 
conditions to issuance of a certificate requiring a natural-gas company to 
provide service other than that proposed by it in its certificate application. 


Commission does not construe holding in Panhandle case (337 U. S. 


498) as constituting a barrier to exercise of its authority under section 
7 (e) of Natural Gas Act to attach reasonable terms and conditions as 
required by public convenience and necessity. IJd_ - ; 
Certificate issued to Northern upon condition that Northern commit 
firmly its natural gas reserves to rendition of service authorized and that it 
not sell or transfer such gas reserves so long as it is economically feasible 
to produce natural gas therefrom for rendition of service to be authorized. 


Id. 


To insure ability of Texas Eastern to meet its future commitments, 
Commission conditions order upon agreement by companies and munici- 
palities to purchase gas so allocated or reserved under general service (GS) 
or standby general service (SGS) rate schedules where applicable. Tezras 
Eastern Transmission Corp., et al “Fe 

Commission grants certificate of public convenience and necessity to 
Texas Eastern authorizing sale and delivery to named municipalities and 
corporations of specified quantities of gas from presently unallocated and 
unsold delivery capacity which Texas Eastern will have available upon com- 
pletion of its previously authorized expansion program. Id 

Commission amends its order issued in 11 F. P. C. 174 by modifying 
conditions relating to Northern’s commitment of its natural gas reserves 
to performance of increased service. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Order modified to accord Northern Natural freedom of action in future 
on well trades, exchanges or leases of wells provided they are patterned 
on past operations, and it specifies that prior Commission approval shall 
only be necessary when Northern Natural wishes to undertake a transac- 
tion affecting reserves which is substantially different from its prior opera- 
tions. IJd_- Sa eae - 

Commission issues certificate conditioned upon submission of a de- 
finitive plan of financing in advance of construction. Hast Tennessee 
Natural Gas Co gaa a ie ava 

Commission attaches condition that franchise authorization by 
Greeneville and Kingsport to Watauga Valley Gas Company be filed within 
a reasonable time and that service agreements between East Tennessee and 
Watauga Valley be likewise filed. /d 
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CERTIFICATE OF 
SIT Y—Continued 


4, ConpiTI1IoNs—Continued 


PUBLIC 





CONVENIENCE 





AND NECES- 


Certificate issued to Texas Eastern conditioned upon requirement 
that, in event an order denies authorization to sell gas to Algonquin, Texas 
Eastern file application for certificate authorizing sale and delivery of dif- 
ference between its total system sales capacity and total of sales and de- 
liveries it is then authorized to make. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 

Commission attaches condition that Wilcox file amended copy of con- 
tract between Wilcox and Goliad, deleting certain clauses which interfere 
with Wilcox’s future freedom of operation as pipeline company. Jd__- 

Commission conditions certificate to provide that appropriate amounts 
accrued for federal income tax purposes shall be credited against any 
working capital allowance to determine net investment rate base. Jd_ 

To insure service rendered Goliad will not be to detriment of Texas 
Eastern, certificate is conditioned upon filing of tariff by Wilcox applicable 
to its service to Texas Eastern and satisfactory to Commission which shall 
provide allocation of costs of transportation on fair and equitable basis. 
Id_ oe ‘ 

Examiner finds that certificate should be issued to applicant upon 
condition that rates and charges to its affiliate, South Carolina Gas Co., 
should not exceed the cost which would result if the proposed facilities were 
owned and operated by that company. Gaffney Pipe Line Co 


5. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


Commission issues certificate to Shippensburg Gas Co. authorizing 
construction and operation of described facilities for transportation of 
natural gas. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., et al 

Commission issues certificates of public convenience and necessity 
under the Natural Gas Act to Texas Gas, United and Ohio River for the 
construction and operation of facilities for the transportation and sale of 
natural gas, and also to Texas Gas, Texas Northern, Louisiana Natural 
and United to sell and deliver gas for resale. Commission also permits 
Louisiana Natural to abandon facilities under section 7 (b) of Natural Gas 
Act. Teaas Gas Transmission Corp., et al- ee 

Proposed construction and operation of facilities by East Tennessee 
will be required by present or future public convenience and necessity. 
Rast Tensseeks Walrad Cae O06: « «ooo oa oacuccckdudweck ease 

East Tennessee denied authorization to construct t proposed line to 
serve Jefferson City, Tenn. Jd 3 

Commission grants certificate of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing continued operation of facilities by Ohio Fuel. Ohio Fuel 
Gas Co__.- eee eee he a wl le ei 

Certificate issued to ‘Potomas ac Gas Co. authorizing construction and 
operation of proposed facilities for the transportation of natural gas, on 
finding that, due to limited cap: acity of existing interconnection with Wash- 
ington Gas Light Co., applicant’s service area is not as full a beneficiary 
from Washington Gas standby and storage facilities as is that part of the 
system in the District and Maryland ares Potomac Gas Co- ses 

Installation of lateral pipeline will oat ‘constitute duplication ‘of facili- 
ties in any significant sense when service would thereby be assured during 
times of emergency, and when load conditions would be improved. Jd__- 

Certificate issued to Gaffney Pipe Line Co. authorizing construction 
and operation of natural gas transmission facilities. Gaffney Pipe Line Co 

Certificate issued to Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co. authorizing (1) 
construction and operation of transmission facilities, (2) replacement of 
existing facilities, and (3) continuance of service to certain direct sale 
customers on finding that the public convenience and necessity so requires. 
Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co bisa ees 

Certificates of public convenience and ne cessity grante od to Bangor, Pen 
Argyl, Citizens, and Crystal City authorizing construction and operation 
of proposed facilities for transportation and sale of natural gas. Warwick 
ra OO AO ois ee eh cd eee oadkd enue ee wee bwemtes 

Certificate issued to applicant pursuant to section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act authorizing construction and operation of 26 miles of pipeline from 
Redlands, Md., to company’s local distribution plant at Frederick, Md., on 
finding of public convenience and necessity. Frederick Gas Co., Inc-_----- 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SIT Y—Continued 


6. Env Use. 


Certificate issued to Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. authorizing 
construction and operation of distribution facilities for sale of natural gas 
for ‘‘superior”’ industrial uses on finding that the public convenience and 
necessity so requires. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp 

Interruptible service to be rendered through proposed facilities is made 
subordinate to orm sales to applicant’s customers and to requirements 
of other natural-gas companies inter-connected with the applicant’s system 
under emergency or exchange agreements. IJd_ 

Certificate issued to Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. authorizing 
construction and operation of sales meter station for delivery of “valley” gas 
to be used as boiler fuel on findings that applicant has gas available on an 
interruptible basis in, and reserved by Commission order to, the southern 
area of its system, and that gas delivered through such proposed facility will 
vield needed additional revenue without any substantial increase in oper- 
ating cost. Id 

Applicant should not be subjected to pecuniary loss mere ely because it 
cannot dispose of its reserved gas either on a firm basis for resale or on an 
interruptible basis for uses superior to boiler fuel. Jd 

Certificate issued to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. authorizing 
construction and operation of facilities for the transportation, delivery and 
measurement of natural gas on finding that applicant has a substantial vol- 
ume of “valley” gas available from time to time for interruptible or dump 
service, and that efficient operation of applicant’s pipeline system requires 
an interruptible and dump load spread throughout the length of its system 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 

Publie convenience and necessity require that delivery of gas through 
proposed facilities be limited to only such days as (1) no curtailment step is 
in effeet on applicant’s pipeline system, (2) applicant has gas available in 
excess of its commitments to its other customers to whom gas is being sold 
on other than a temporary or dump basis, and (3) pressure conditions on 
applicant’s pipeline system permit deliveries of such excess or dump gas to 
Northeast Missouri Electric Power Cooperative. Jd 

Certificate issued to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. authorizing 
construction and operation of facilities for transportation, delivery and 
measurement of natural gas on finding that proposed delivery to General 
Motors and Glass Fibers will not jeopardize Panhandle’s ability to render 
adequate service to all its industrial customers, since Panhandle has a 
substantial volume of ‘‘valley’’ gas available from time to time for pro- 
posed interruptible service. Id_ 

Public convenience and necessity require that delive ‘ry of gas through 
proposed facilities shall not exceed aggregate volume of 5,500 M. ec. f. per 
day on interruptible basis, and shall be limited to times when vehanne is not 
needed to meet requirements of other customers receiving an interruptible 
supply. Jd__- ne 

Certificate issued to Panhandle Eastern P ipe Line Co. authorizing con- 
struction and operation of facilities for regulating flow of and delivering 
and measuring natural gas on finding that applicant has substantial volume 
of ‘‘valley”’ gas available from time to time for proposed temporary or 
dump service to city of Jacksonville, Ill. Jd - ; 

Public convenience and necessity require, and contract provides 
that delivery of gas be limited to only such days as (1) no curtailment step 
is in effect on applicant’s pipeline system, (2) applicant has gas available in 
excess of its commitments to its other customers to whom gas is sold on 
other than temporary or dump basis, and (3) pressure conditions on appli- 
cant’s pipeline system permit deliveries of such excess or dump gas to 
Jacksonville. Jd aes . 

Certificate issued to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. authorizing 
construction and operation of facilities for regulating flow and delivering 
and measuring natural gas on finding that applicant has substantial vol- 
ume of “valley’”’ gas available from time to time for interruptible or dump 
service to Alsey Brick & Tile Co. Jd 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SIT Y—Continued 


6. Enp Use—Continued 


Public convenience and necessity require that delivery of gas through 
proposed facilities shall not exceed 1,500 M. ec. f. per day on interruptible 
basis, and shall be limited to times when volume is not needed to meet re- 
quirements of other customers receiving an uninterruptible supply. Jd_- 

Certificate issued to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. authorizing 
construction and operation of facilities for regulation, delivery and 
measurement of natural gas on finding that applicant has substantial vol- 
ume of “‘valley” gas available from time to time for interruptible or dump 
service - Clay City Products Co. IJd____.- 

Public convenience and necessity require that delive ry of gas through 
proposed facilities shall not exceed aggregate total volume of 4,500 M. c. f. 
per day on an interruptible basis, and shall be limited to times when it is 
not needed to meet requirements of other customers receiving an inter- 
ruptible supply. Jd_- 


See also RATES, 8. Rate ScHEDULEs. 


7. EvipENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF. 


(a) Economic Feasibility. 


Commission concludes proposed project is economically sound without 
estimated revenue from sales to five named industrial customers. East 
Tennessee Natura! Gas Co_- 


(b) Facilities. 


Commission finds facilities proposed by Wilcox are reasonably adequate 
and proposed method of financing project is reasonable. Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corp--- 


(c) Financing. 


Common equity of natural gas company should amount to at least 
15 percent of total capitalization. Hast Tennessee Natural Gas Co__-_-- 

Commission concludes project can be reasonably financed, even though 
firm and binding commitments are presently inating and common equity 
is inadequate under proposed plan. IJd_- peabbenene 

Commission finds facilities proposed are " reason¢ ably adequate and 
that cost estimates are reasonable and within scope of Texas Eastern’s 
overall financing program. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 


(d) Gas Supply. 


In determining the adequacy of applicant’s gas supply, the Commis- 
sion should find with reasonable certainty that the dedicated gas reserves 
will enable the rendition of the authorized service for a period of years 
sufficient to justify the project from the standpoint of both consumer and 
investor, but it is not necessary to measure the gas supply by the rigid 
application of mathematical formulae. Texas Gas Transmission Corp., 

Commission rejects Northern’s substitute proposals under which it 
could substitute for those reserves which it controls, any gas reserves 
which, in its judgment, constitute ‘substantial equivalent.’’ Acceptance 
of such proposal would not be in keeping with intent and purpose of Natural 
Gas Act which makes determination of adequacy of gas supply the re- 
sponsibility of Commission. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Further, Commission felt that Northern’s proposals failed to assure 
continued availability of gas supply which was minimal at beginning. Jd_- 

Commission finds additional supplies of gas are required by Texas 
Eastern to replace its declining supplies in Louisiana if its system is to 
operate at its peak-day capacity in future. Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corp 

Estimate of reserves submitted on behalf of Texas Eastern is reason- 
able summarization of existing gas reserves. Jd__- 

Commission issues certificate on finding that Wilcox has made satis- 
factory showing of sufficient gas supply. 


666 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SIT Y—Continued 


EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PROooF—Continued 
(e) Market, 


Authorization to construct facilities for natural gas service to Greene- 
ville, Kingsport, and Jefferson City, Tenn., would be premature in absence 
of authority of distributors to serve such markets. Hast Tennessee Natural 
Gas Co was 

Commission denies authority to serve five industrial customers, based 
upon finding that such markets are not presently existing. Jd_...-_---- 

Definite market is shown for any gas which may now or in the future 
become available on Texas Eastern’s system. Tezas Eastern Transmission 


8. INTERCONNECTION, 


Commission denies applications of Consumers Gas, Tennessee Gas, 
and Alabama-Tennessee Gas Cos. to establish interconnections with facilities 
of Texas Eastern, pursuant to section 7 (a) of the Natural Gas Act. Teras 
Eastern Transmission Corp., et al- = ciate a 

Since interconnection with Northern would more efficiently meet 
need for natural gas for emergency purposes than would one with Cities 
Service, an interconnection with Cities Service is not necessary or desirable. 
Public Service Corp. of Texas i 

Commission finds public interest requires an eme rgency connection 
and service " ae to Publie Service. Jd__ _- 

Section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act includes authority to order inter- 
connections te . used only for emergency purposes. Jd nis 

Commission may order one natural-gas company to interconnect its 
facilities with the facilities of another natural-gas company and sell or 
exchange gas = such company. /d- 

Section 7 (a) of act expressly permits Commission to direct natural- -gas 
company to interconnect ‘‘with the facilities of, and sell natural gas to any 


person” engaged in local distribution of natural or artificial gas to public. 
Id_ 


The word “person” ’ in section 7 (a) of act does not impliedly exclude 
authority to order interconnection with facilities of corporation which 
also happens to be “natural-gas company.”” Jd___-_------ 

Since Public Service is also engaged in making direct mainline sales and 
sales for resale, order requiring interconnection is conditioned to restrict 
benefits conferred commensurately with local distribution operations of 
Public Service. Jd wd es tp wits he ty aaa ban a load 

Commission conditions emergency interconnection order to assure 
that obligation imposed upon Northern will not constitute an “undue 
burden”’ and will not “impair its ability to render adequate service to its 
CRG TS is hed a dantga oneal ane eeek tans Sas 

Commission directs Trunkline Gas Co. to establish connection of its 
interstate transmission facilities with those of applicant and to sell and 
deliver natural gas to applicant on finding that public interest requires 
granting of such request. The City of Fairfield, Illinois 

Under section 7 (a) of Natural Gas Act, Manufacturers Light & Heat 
Co. and Home Gas Co., subsidiaries of Columbia System, are ordered to 
establish physical connection and sell natural gas to Bangor and Citizens 
companies and to Crystal Gas Co. upon findings that such interconnec- 
tions are in the public interest and will not impair ability of Manufac- 
turers and Home to render adequate service or place an undue burden on 
companies. Warwick Gas Corp., et al___-------- ean tate 

Section 7 (a) of act authorizing connection unless it “would impair 
ability to render adequate service to its customers” construed to include 
only measurable impairment, not one so small as to create only de minimus 
OREO IRE RY OE 

Section 7 (a) of act does not intend that impairment of ability to serve 
be measured by requirements of existing customers in perpetuity as against 
present and future public convenience and necessity of new or other quali- 
fied customers. Id 
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CERTIFICATE OF 
SIT Y—Continued 


8. INTERCONNECTION—Continued 


PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 





NECES- 


Application under section 7 (a) of act to require Atlantic Seaboard to 
enlarge its facilities to serve New River Gas Co. dismissed without preju- 
dice upon finding that (a) New River does not have necessary State author- 
ization to serve and hence is not qualified applicant; (b) Seaboard’s ability 
to serve existing customers would be impaired; (c) proposed industrial sales 
are not required by present or future public convenience and necessity; and 
(d) economic feasibility of plan is not shown. I/d 

Upon review, Commission modifies examiner’s decision by imposing 
limitation upon deliveries of gas to Bangor, pending merger of that com- 
pany with Pen Argyl. /d 


9. STORAGE FACcImLiTIgEs. 


Commission issues certificate on finding that proposed natural gas 
storage facilities are required by public convenience and necessity. Natural 
Gas Storage Co. of Illinois 

Since method of making estimates and year-end adjustments are not 
clearly set forth, Commission is unable to decide upon propriety of Natural 
Gas Storage Co.’s plan for allocating storage service costs to affiliated 
pipeline companies. I/d 

Since rate of return in cost of service formula should not be higher 
than cost of securing necessary capital, Commission conditions certificate 
to require filing of satisfactory gas tariff by Natural Gas Storage Co. Id 

Commission conditions certificate upon submission by Natural Gas 
Storage Co. of satisfactory plan of financing prior to construction of 
facintiws. Id..-..<- ; 

Commission finds facilities reasonably adequate for undertaking pro- 
posed initial experimental phase of proposed underground storage project. 
Id i , ‘ 

Certificate issued to Washington Gas Light Co. authorizing construe- 
tion and operation of underground storage facilities, with condition re- 
quiring use of storage plant for peak-shaving whenever the cost of gas to 
applicant can be reduced thereby. Washington Gas Light Co 

Applicant’s contention that proposed storage facilities be used only 
upon occurrence of pipeline breaks rejected on ground that such limited 
operation would impose an unreasonable cost of service on rate payers. Jd 


COMPETITION. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 3. Competition. 


CONDITIONS. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 4. ConpirtiIons. 


DEPRECIATION. 

See RATES, 5. Rate Bass, (a) Cost of Service, (ii) depreciation. 
DISCRIMINATION. 

See RATES, 2. Discrimination, 
DUE PROCESS. 

See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 1. Dur Process. 
END USE. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 6. Enp Use. 


EVIDENCE. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 7. EvipENceE. 
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EXPORTATION AND IMPORTATION. 


In proceeding upon application for authorization to import natural 
gas from Alberta, Canada, to meet requirements of Anaconda Copper 
Mining Co., Commission determines that supply of natural gas presently 
available to applicant is not adequate to enable it to render its present 
service. The Montana Power Co 

Commission finds that termination of natural gas service to Ana- 
conda would interrupt its present operations and output of strategic metals, 
resulting in detriment to national defense program. Jd 

In determining that applicant’s proposal to import natural gas from 
Canada is consistent with the publie interest, Commission gives considera- 
tion to factors ordinarily considered in connection with applications for 
certificates of public convenience and necessity. Jd 

Commission finds no justification in record for a finding that appli- 
cant’s proposal presents an inconsistency with the public interest as 
represented by interveners voicing opposition of coal industry and affiliated 
interests. Id 

Applicant is authorized to import natural gas with conditions imposed 
to limit the proposed importation in exact accordance with the Canadian 
legislative authorizations which prescribe volume limitations 
time limitations. Jd 

Since natural gas imported from Canada will be used exclusively to 
render service to Anaconda, it will be required to pay costs of facilities re- 
quired to bring gas into applicant’s system and to assume any loss to 
applicant on the net investment. Jd 


FACILITIES. 

See JURISDICTION, 2. Natrurat Gas Companirs, (a) Facilities; 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
5. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

HEARING. 

See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 3. Heartna. 
INTERCONNECTION. 

See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 8. INTERCONNECTION. 

JURISDICTION. 


1. CoMPLIANCE witH Strate Law. 


as well as 


In computing Northern’s cost of service, Commission finds that 
actual cost is all that can be allowed and rejects Northern’s contention that 
value of 8 cents per M. ec. f. prescribed by Kansas Commission should be 
attributed to gas produced from Hugoton field. Northern Natural Gas Co- 


2. Evecrric SaLes 


Section 19 of the Federal Power Act gives Commission jurisdiction 
over such contracts as sale to ALCOA where electric company not only 
makes sales to other industrials but also sells energy to another electric 


company for sale to residential consumers. Niagara Mohawk Power 
Corp 


3. NaturaLt Gas ComPANIEs. 
(a) Facilities. 


Commission requires Northern to file application for certificate of 
public convenience and necessity authorizing construction and operation 
of facilities it has erroneously classified as “gathering facilities,’ since these 
facilities are to be used for jurisdictional transportation and sale of natural 
gas. Northern Natural Gas Co aa 

Northern is required to file a certificate application authorizing con- 
struction and operation of facilities it contends fall within exemption 
provisions of section 2.55 of Commission’s rules, or establish that a cer- 
tificate is not required. Jd 

Replacements of pipelines made by Ohio Fuel which increased daily 
delivery capacity of section of line constitute “facilities” requiring vertifi- 
cate of public convenience and necessity even though replacements did 
not result in substantial enlargement of capacity of entire system. Ohio 
Fuel Gas Co. s 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
3. NaturaLt Gas Companres—Continued 
(a) Facilities—Continued 


Section 2.55 (b) of Commission’s rules and regulations does not per- 
mit capacity of delivery increase by replacement of facilities of “branch”’ 
or “‘terminal market”’ lines without certificate merely because such capacity 
increase does not appreciably change company’s aggregate over-all system 
CUNIND  ieaee eeicns as wen cheat naeeeea peas aw atts 

Since replacement of facilities resulting in appreciable change in daily 
delivery capacity may affect ability of company to render adequate service, 
a new determination must be made as to what is required by public conveni- 
ence and necessity. Jd____. gh ee ca a 

Jurisdiction over “transportation of natural-gas in interstate com- 
merce”’ includes authority to determine whether utilization of replacement 
or new facilities to make direct industrial sale may impair ability of natural- 
gas company to continue adequate service to its customers. Jd___.___- 

Commission decides facilities constructed by Ohio Fuel are within 
certificate requirements of Natural Gas Act, and are not exempted from 
section 7 as “replacements” within the meaning of section 2.55 (b) of 
Commiassion’s rules and regulations. IJd__..._......-_..-_------..--- 

Construction and operation of a pipeline lateral which is (1) 390 feet 
in length, (2) connected to a “natural-gas company’s’’ interstate trans- 
mission pipeline, and (3) required to transport and deliver gas to a direct 
sale industrial consumer, found to be a facility for the transportation of 
natural gas in interstate commerce, subject to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mission under section 1 (b) of Natural Gas Act. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co ; . ‘ 

Construction and operation of pipeline laterals which are (1) con- 
nected to “‘natural-gas company’s”’ interstate transmission pipeline, and 
(2) required to transport and deliver gas to direct sale industrial con- 
sumers, found to be facilities for transportation of natural gas in interstate 
commerce, subject to jurisdiction of Commission under section 1 (b) of 
Natural Ges Ast. 76s... .<355..2650. - 

Construction and operation of measuring station and other measuring 
equipment which will be an integral part of pipeline system found to be 
facilities for transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce, subject 
to jurisdiction of Commission under section 1 (b) of Natural Gas Act. 
Id 


Construction and operation of regulating stations in Vermillion County, 
Ind., and Poke County, Ind., which will be an integral part of pipeline 
system for transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce, held to be 
subject to jurisdiction of Commission under section 1 (b) of Natural Gas 
Act. Id Sa 


(b) Transmission and Sale of Gas in Interstate Commerce 


Public consumption includes consumption which is limited to a small 
group, and it is not precluded from being “‘public consumption’”’ merely 
because all members of community are not served. Ohio Fuel Gas Co__- 

Commission holds that sales by Ohio Fuel to National Fireproofing 
are sales of natural gas in interstate commerce for resale for ultimate public 
consumption and Ohio Fuel is required to file executed service agreement 
for such sale. IJd_....------- kk veeien az 


LICENSE 
1. ANNUAL CHARGE, 


(a) Exemption. 


In proceeding to determine whether Authority is entitled to exemption 
from payment of annual charges as provided in section 10 (e) of Federal 
Power Act, Commission concludes that the project was not primarily 
designed to provide or improve navigation within meaning of section 10 
(e); and therefore Authority is not entitled to such exemption. South 
Carolina Public Service Authority 
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LICE NSE—Continued 
1. ANNUAL CHARGE—Continued 
(a) Exemption—Continued 


Since the excess revenues collected by Authority are held to constitute 
a ‘profit’? within meaning of exemption provision of section 10 (e), Author- 
ity is not granted an exemption from payment of annual charges on basis 
of its claim that under its enabling act it is incapable of making a profit. 
Id 

In determining the cost of a particular sale made by a hydroelectric 
project during period when all the power that can be produced is sold, 
and installed and dependable capacity remain constant, the proportion of 
net capacity cost assignable to firm capacity component and proportion 
assignable to energy component should be related to cost factors and not 
to sales factors. Jd 

Authority’s claim for partial exemption from payment of annual 
charges, on ground that it made sales of project power to one customer 
without profit, is rejected in view of fact that its overall operations show a 
profit and no convincing proof is shown on record to establish that sale 
was made ata loss. /d 

Commission finds that Authority is entitled only to exemption from 
charges on basis of two claims for partial exemption in total amount of 
$5,669.44. Id 


2. PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 


One-year preliminary permit granted to Blue Ridge Electrie Member- 
ship Corp. for proposed hydroelectric development upon finding of public 
interest. Blue Ridae Electric Membe rship Corp 

Since exact form and size of proposed project are undetermined, it is 
only necessary for preliminary permit that navigable waters may be 
affected. Id 

Project contains no unusual or controversial features, and Blue Ridge 
is qualified applicant under Federal Power Act. /d 

Sole purpose and effect of preliminary permit is to enable applicant 
to maintain priority of application for license for particular term during 
which time applicant can determine definite form of project it may desire 
to propose in license application proceeding. Warrior River Electric 
Co-operative Association 

Issuance of preliminary permit requires only the showing of a proper 
application, general fitness and good faith, and does not require approval of 
proposed plan of development, nor does it indicate that approval will be 
given to that plan or any other plan. /d 

Preliminary permit granted to applicant upon finding of examiner that 
questions raised by interveners regarding possible injury to city of Birming- 
ham or county of Blount should be settled in license proceeding rather 
than at time of application for preliminary permit. Jd 


NET INVESTMENT. 

See RATES, 5. Rate Bass, (c) Net Investment. 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

1. Due Process. 


Alabama-Tennessee’s claim that it has been deprived of property 
without due process of law by Commission’s rejection of its rate schedule 
filed on January 14, 1952, is considered by Commission to be unjustified 
on ground that proposed rates were excessive and no claim of confiscation 
may be predicated upon a claimed right to receive unjust enrichment 
during suspension period. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Upon review of decision granting preliminary permit, Commission 
finds that city of Birmingham had actual and ample notice of filing of 
application and that there is no reasonable ground for Commission to hold 
such application in abeyance pending the undertaking of a proposed inves- 
tigation by the Commission of the water resources involved. Warrior 
River Electric Co-operative Association 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
2. FINALITY OF ORDER. 


Commission rejects contention of Northern that opinion No. 228 is 
not a final order, on basis of court decision that a Commission order is 
presumptively valid when issued and continues to be so until set. aside by 
Commission or by the courts. Northern Natural Gas Co 


3. HEARING. 


Northern is found to have had a full and adequate hearing on issues 
involved in staff’s motion to dismiss. Northern Natural Gas Co ak 

Commission finds that issues sought to be dismissed by motion of 
staff counsel and motions of interveners were decided in opinion and order 
issued June 11, 1952. Jd___- 


4. REHEARING. 


Application for rehearing and rescission of Commission’s order omit- 
ting intermediate decision procedure denied. Mississippi River Fuel Corp 
Application for rehearing denied on finding that Panhandle has 
resented no facts or principles of law not fully considered by Commission 
efore entering its opinion and order. Panhanile Eastern Pipe Line Co-.- 


PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
See LICENSE, 2. PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
RATES 
1. ALLOCATION oF Cost. 
(a) Demand and Commodity. 


Deter mination of allocation of costs iv a rate proceeding requires that 
fixed costs be apportioned to both demand and commodity services of nat- 
ural gas company, since fixed costs are incurred for both capacity (or 
demand) and volumetric (or commodity) functions. Atlantic Seaboard 
Corp., et al. - oe ; Bo a 

Commission finds examiner erved in allocating items of expense wholly 
to demand component of the costs and finds that each item of expense 
should be weighted equally—50 percent to demand and 59 percent to 
commodity. IJd_ a eee = 

On basis of a demand component of costs totaling $5,620,042 and total 
billing demand of 4,180,850 units, a zone differential of 10 cents, and a 
heat content adjustment based upon a common denominator of 1,150 
B. t. u. per cubic foot, demand charges are determined to be $1.46 per M. ec. f. 
of billing demand for applicants’ Maryland-Virginia zone and $1.36 per 
M. c. f. of billing demand for Kentucky-West Virginia zone. Id eee 

On basis of a commodity component of cost totaling $14,204,729 
and total firm sales of 61,937,268 M. ec. f., a zone differential of one cent, 
and a heat content adjustment based upon a common denominator of 1,150 
B. t. u. per cubic foot, commodity charges are delermined to be 24.5 cents 
per M. ec. f. of gas delivered for applicants’ Maryland-Virginia zone and 
23.5 cents per M. ec. f. of gas delivered for Kentucky-West Virginia zone. 


Commission finds that treatment of production costs as commodity 
costs and their assignment to customers in proportion to annual sales to such 
customers is proper. Northern Natural Gas Co Pacataswne 

Transmission compressor station labor should be treated as a constant 
cost and assigned 50 percent to demand and 50 percent to commodity, 
and supplies and expenses should be assigned 100 percent to commodity. 

Commission finds that allocation of depreciation expense 50 percent 
to volume and 50 percent to demand is proper. Jd___- 

Commission prescribes a demand charge of $1.30 per M. ec. f. of billing 
demand and a commodity charge of 15 cents per M. ec. f. for Northern’s 
CD-1 rate schedule. Jd___-_--- a Evernote sab ie a 

Commission adopts method of allocation of costs approved in Atlantic 
and Northern cases as properly applicable to this proceeding. Mississippi 
River Fuel Corp 
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RATES 


1. ALLOCATION oF Cost—Continued 


—Continued 


(a) Demand and Commodity—Continued 


Since it appears from record that return and tax are relatively fixed 
costs which are incurred for both peak and annual uses, these costs should 
be classified to reflect demand and commodity equally. Jd 

Since production costs are so closely associated with volumes of gas 
produced, they are properly classified as commodity costs. Colorado 
Interstate Gas Co 

All fixed costs are not ipso facto translated into the demand classifica- 
tion, and such a determination rests on judgment rather than a mathe- 
matical formula. Jd 

For purpose of allocation of costs between jurisdictional and non- 
jurisdictional business, Commission concludes that compressor station 
labor should be classified equally between demand and commodity, while 
compressor station supplies and expenses, including maintenance of com- 
pressor station equipment, may properly be classified 100 percent to com- 
modity. ld 

Commission finds costs included in “other operating expenses’? and 
“other maintenance expenses’’ should be classified 50 percent to demand 
and 50 percent to commodity, regardless of whether such costs are con- 
sidered fixed. Id 

Since demand and volume are both important costs incidents in de- 
preciation, they should be given equal weighing, and depreciation should 
be classified 50 percent to & ‘mand and 50 percent to commodity. Jd 

Commission finds return to be a fixed cost and classifies return and 
income taxes (associated with return) equally between demand and com- 
modity. Id 

One hundred percent to commodity is determined to be correct clas- 
sification for dehydration costs which are directly related to volume of 
gas processed. Id 

Staff’s method of classifying distribution costs 50 percent to com- 
modity and 50 percent to customers on basis of metering units found more 
reasonable and accurate than Colorado’s demand-commodity classifica- 
tion. Id 

In allocating demand costs, transmission line costs should be alloc: ated 
to transmission line sales when all production costs have been classified 
as commodity costs. Jd 

Since applicants’ customers have differing service requirements, it is 
appropriate that a two part demand-commodity rate be established. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp 


(b) Jurisdictional and Nonjurisdictional. 


In determining proper allocation of costs classified to demand between 
jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional sales, system peak period used by staff 
is considered to be more representative of actual maximum utilization of 
facilities than class peak used by company. Mississippi River Fuel Corp- 

In apportioning total cost of service between jurisdictional and non- 
jurisdictional sales, total Federal income tax shall be assigned between 
production, transmission and distribution functions on the ratio that the 
return calculated for each function bears to total return. Colorado Inter- 
state Gas Co _ 

In spreading or assigning costs, all customers must share » pro rata in 
total. Cost contract between Colorado and Amarillo Oil Co. is not such as 
toe xe lude Amari!lo from such assigning or pooling of costs. Jd 
_ Sales based on rates in existing rate schedules, such as sales to Public 
Servi ice and Colorado Springs, should be included with jurisdictional busi- 


ness. IJd_- Bes a a hh a ne he 
(c) Relative Value Method. 


In separating gasoline production and processing costs from total 
production costs, relative value method is found to produce fairér result 
in this instance than volumetric method. Colorado Interstate Gas Co---- 

Commission reaffirms reasonableness of relative value method and use 
of 5 cents per M. ec. f. price for purpose of allocating joint production, 


gathering, and “THE “ARMY “TIBRARY gasoline. IJd_ 
Washington, D.C. 
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RATES—Continued 
1. ALLOCATION oF Cost—Continued 
(d) Volumetric. 


The volumetric method of allocation, rather than a demand-commodity 
type of allocation, is proper method for allocating Alabama-Tennessee’s 
system cost of service between jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional sales, 
since a wide differential exists between system capacity and peak demands. 
Alabama- Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Since factors which usually justify use of demand-commodity alloca- 
tion of cost of service are not present, the use of average unit costs (volu- 
metric or commodity basis) is appropriate for Alabama-Tennessee’s type 
of operations. Id 

Commission reaffirms finding that under facts of this case volumetric 
basis is fair and equitable method for allocation of costs between jurisdic- 
tional sales of natural gas for resale and nonjurisdictional direct sales. IJd_ 


2. DISCRIMINATION, 


Commission approves examiner’s finding that applicants’ rate schedules 
should include a heat content adjustment provision to avoid undue dis- 
crimination between customers. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al 

Commission finds examiner erred in finding that differences inhering 
in rate schedule GS-1, as compared with provisions of Seaboard’s contract 
demand schedules, are reasonable; and finds that rate schedule GS-1 is 
unduly discriminatory and preferential and must be eliminated. Jd 

Since Northern operates at near capacity throughout the year, Com- 
mission finds proposed change from 80 percent minimum billing demand 
to 100 percent billing demand during summer months is unreasonable and 
unduly discriminatory. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Commission determines that ALCOA had been given preferential 
treatment under contracts for mechanical horsepower and_ therefore 
Niagara cannot sustain its claim that payment was necessary to relieve it 
of burden of these contracts inasmuch as the company failed to seek 
remedial action by the Commission. Niagara Mohawk Power Corp 

Contractual provisions do not prevent application of valid regulation, 
and corporation performing public service has obligation to take initiative 
in establishing reasonable rates free of discrimination. Jd 

Apart from necessity of any payment to ALCOA, Niagara Mohawk 
has not shown its reasonableness in view of company’s failure to take 
advantage of factors which gave it bargaining advantage. /d 

Examiner finds that rate to be fixed for applicants’ contract demand 
service should include a heat content adjustment clause, in order to be 
just and reasonable and remove an apparent price discrimination to various 
customers. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al 

Minimum bill provision in Tennessee’s gas tariff for contracted demand 
service (‘depression clause’’) under which all but two customers are obli- 
gated to take or pay for 75 percent of contracted demand, while under 
certain circumstances those two customers may reduce their obligations 
to 62% percent of contract demand, held to be unduly discriminatory and 
prefere ntial. Tennessee Gas Transmission Co 

Tennessee Gas ordered to file revised gas tariff containing just and 
reasonable uniform minimum bill provision, applicable alike to all con- 
tracted demand service customers. Jd 

Commission has duty to maintain just and reasonable uniform rates 
for equal service under subst: intially similar conditions, notwithstanding 
fact that customers themselves elect not to complain of price discrimination 
and preference. Jd 


3. In GENERAL. 


Commission finds that a uniform straight rate of 31'4 cents per M. ce. f. 
is a just and reasonable rate for Alabama-Tennessee to charge for all its 
sales of natural gas for resale and constitutes a satisfactory rate in com- 
pliance with certificate condition. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas er 

Order issued in 11 F. P. C. 324 modified to retain 9.5 cents per M. 
rate in rate schedule I-1 for firm industrial service to Clayton by Colors - 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co 
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RATES—Continued 
41. INCREASE. 
(a) A uthorized. 


Northern’s proposed increased rates for sales in Hugoton gas field 
irea allowed to take effect. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Commission approves interim settlement granting to Texas Eastern 
increased rates which will provide additional revenue of $26,180,000 per 
annum, based upon estimated annual sales for 1953. Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corp 


(b) Not Authorized. 


Commission concludes that under section 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act 
it has no power to order an increase in costs of gas to certain of applicants’ 
customers, which would result by application of rates herein found to be 
just and reasonable as to other customers, when coupled with a heat content 
adjustment provision. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al 

Commission finds that Transcontinental has not sustained its burden 
of proof to show that the increased rates under suspension would be just 
and reasonable as required by section 4 (e) of Natural Gas Act. Trans- 
continental Gas Pipe Line Corp 

Commission finds that Transcontinental has failed to establish on the 
record that its presently filed rates will not provide adequate revenue to 
meet its cost of service, including a reasonable rate of return on net invest- 
ment in utility property. Jd 

Alabama-Tennessee’s claim that it has been de *prived of property 
without due process of law by Commission's rejection of its rate schedule 
filed on January 14, 1952, is considered by Commission to be unjustified on 
ground that proposed rates were excessive and no claim of confiscation 
may be predicated upon a claimed right to receive unjust enrichment 
during suspension period. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Docket No. G-—1881 dismissed as to seven issues and $7,601,853 of 
increase proposed by Northern disallowed by Commission as consequence 
of dismissal. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Commission finds that Mississippi has not sustained burden of proof, 
as imposed by section 4 (e) of Natural Gas Act, to show that increased 
rates and charges under consideration are just and reasonable, and, there- 
fore, proposed rates and charges should be denied. Mississippi River Fuel 
Corp 

Under section 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act, Commission has no authority 
to order increase in rates to one customer in rate proceeding, even though 
its order will produce lesser total overall revenues. Colorado Interstate 
Gas Co 

Upon review, Commission finds no need for new rate arrangement 
between Texas Gas and Panhandle to compensate Panhandle for additional 
costs in compressing gas. Teras Gas Transmission Corp., et al 


Rate Base. 
(a) Cost of Service. 
(i) cost of natural gas. 


In computing Northern’s cost of service, Commission finds that actual 
cost is all that can e allowed and rejects Northern’s contention that 
value of 8 cents per M. c. f. prescribed by Kansas Commission should be at- 
tributed to gas qrodused from Hugoton field. Northern Natural Gas Co 


(ii) depreciation and depletion. 


In computing annual depreciation provision for rate base, service 
life method is considered to be reasonable and appropriate. Colorado 
Interstate Gas Co 

Commission finds that accrued depreciation and depletion to be 
deducted in determining rate base for 1952 is $18,182,793. Jd 


(iii) exploration and development. 


For reasons peculiar to this case, Commission allows amount of 
$476,000 to be included as e xploration and development cost in the cost of 
service. Northern Natural Gas Co 
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RATES—Continued 
Rate Base—Continued 
(a) Cost of Service—Continued 
(iv) in general. 


Commission finds that cost of service of Alabama-Tennessee for test 
year is $2,016,962. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co- alee to at Teas 

Commission finds that total overall cost of service for test period is 
$20,615,768. Mississippi River Fuel Corp__..------------- 

Although field studies have not yet been comple ted, Commission finds 
sufficient showing that settlement is based upon reasonably realistic 
consideration of cost of service for period in question. Texas Eastern Trans- 
mission Corp__----- 


(v) interest during construction. 


Allowing the actual interest rate on borrowed funds and rate of 6 per- 
cent on equity funds, Commission finds that allowance for interest during 
construction is $347,799. Northern Natural Gas Co- 


(vi) loss from gasoline operations. 


Commission concludes that net loss from gasoline operations of 
$421,537 shall not be considered as part of cost of service. Colorado Inter- 
state Gas Co- 


(vii) maintenance and operations. 


In determining future costs of maintenance and operations as a basis 
for utility rates, claimed costs must be grounded on actual costs adjusted 
to reflect known nee free from speculation. Transcontinental Gas 
FOE, DE SOR iinnnkictcwseennen ngtentshneuaneprbesetbenenadnceme 

Transcontinental’s claimed costs for operation, ms 1intenance or general 
and administrative expenses have not been demonstrated on the record to 
be justified or proper. Jd 


(viii) past losses. 


Applicant held to have no statutory or constitutional right that 
past losses be recouped in present and prospe ctive rates. Atlantic Seaboard 
NN re NR a ska igri sata i th Tas ak aa Sc ia ce ir 

Under section 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act, Commission has authority to 
fix just and reasonable rates for the future, but may not prescribe rates 
which will recompense company for past deficiencies in earnings or prescribe 
rates designed to offset excessive earnings in past. Jd 


(ix) payments to executives. 


Since Colorado failed to establish reasonableness of fee payments to 
executives, such payments are not included as a part of Colorado’s cost of 
service to be recovered through rates subject to Commission jurisdiction. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co 


(x) taxes. 


Funds made available to utility by reason of advance collection of 
Federal income taxes from customers should be deducted from cash work- 
ing capital allowance for rate-making purposes. Alabama-Tennessee 
Natural Gas Co-_- : ; ee 

Contention of Alabama-Tennessee that Commission erred in con- 
sidering tax accrual funds as available in computation of working capital 
allowance rejected as it is established utility practice to use these funds for 
corporate purposes. IJd ; ; 

Commission reduces working capital allowance by $2,120,970 which is 
75 percent of the income tax allowed for test year, and is provided by 
customers to meet Northern’s income tax liability in advance. Northern 
Natural Gas Co eae 

Northern’s proposal that allowance for its Federal income tax li: bility 
should be based upon a computation other than the practice it follows in 
computing its tax returned is rejected. Id _- 

Working capital allowance is reduced by $1,625,919 w hich is 75 percent 
of income tax allowed for test period. Mississippi River Fuel Corp 
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RATES—Continued 
5. RaTeE Base—Continued 
(a) Cost of Service—Continued 





(x) taxes—continued 


In computing depletion allowance for Federal income tax purposes, 
Colorado is precluded from claiming 3.17 cents per M. ec. f. as wellhead value 
of gas produced by it in West Panhandle field by reason of its use of 5 cent 
wellhead value to support its ———— for certificate authorizing merger 
with Canadian River at Docket No. G—1326. Colorado Interstate Gas Co- 

Depletion a ance for Federal income tax purposes is computed at 
5 cents per M. e. f. and on such basis proper allowance for these taxes is 
found to be $185, 569 Id 

Commission finds that rehearing is not required with respect to its de- 
termination that Federal income tax accruals are available for working 
capital purposes and do not represent funds contributed by investors upon 
which utility is entitled to earn a return. Id 

Federal income tax allowance of $185,599 held correct, since difference 
between claimed tax liability and income tax allowance was result of loss 
on gasoline operations which was found non-allowable as part of cost of 
service. Id 

Commission rejects Texas Eastern’s proposal that any tax saving 
realized by exercise of its option under necessity certificate be treated as cost 
of current operations on finding that such proposal departs from cost-of- 
service concept. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 

Commission conditions approval of interim settlement with proviso 
that, if Texas Eastern should elect to exercise its rights under Defense 
Production Authority certificate of necessity, then it must refund to its 
firm customers any Federal income tax credits or allowances realized 
through accelerated tax amortization for period interim rates are in effect. 


Id 


(xi) total sales 


Commission finds that the best estimate of total sales for test period is 
193,690,070 M. ec. f. which is based upon 5 months’ actual and 7 months’ 
estimated figures. Northern Natural Gas Co 


(xii) welfare expenses. 


Colorado’s claim for estimated increases in employees’ welfare ex- 
penses and provisions disallowed as a cost of service, because there is no 
evidence of record that such costs will be incurred. Colorado Interstate 
Gas Co 


(xiii) working capital. 


Management policy as to investment in securities of funds currently 
collected through rates for purpose of meeting expenses cannot be recog- 
nized as determinative of reasonableness of allowance for cash working 
capital. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co 

Northern’s “balance sheet approach’’ is not considered to be a proper 
basis for determining working capital requirements. Northern Natural 
Gas Co 

Commission finds that the working capital determinations, as set forth 
in opinion 11 F. P. C. 123, are appropriate. Jd 


(b) In General. 


Commission finds rate base of Alabama-Tennessee for test year to be 
$3,747,846 and that sum is considered proper rate base on which company 
is entitled to earn a fair rate of return. Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas 
Co 

Transcontinental is found to have overstated its claimed rate base 
for the test year, July 1, 1952, to June 30, 1953, by at least $19,753,526. 
Transcontinental Gas pipe Line Corp 

Sum of $45,516,439 is found to be reasonable rate base for Mississippi 
and is adopted for purposes of this case. Mississippi River Fuel Corp 

Rate base of Colorado for year 1952 upon which it is entitled to a 
fair return is determined to be $57,048,988. Colorado Interstate Gas Co- 
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RATES—Continued 
5. Rate Base—Continued 
(c) Net Investment. 


Under circumstances of this case average monthly balance method is 
considered proper for calculating average net investment for rate-making 
purposes. Mississippi River Fuel Corp 

For purposes of this proceeding there is included in rate base sum of 
$45,093,511 for average net investment. Jd 

Examiner determines that average plant in service for test year 1952 
will consist of plant balance as of December 31, 1951, plus allowance for 
additional construction in 1952. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al 

Examiner finds that applicants have established proof of adequacy 
of their book reserves as of end of 1949. Jd 


6. 








Rate OF RETURN. 


Commission finds that a 5!% percent rate of return is fair and reasonable. 
Northern Natural Gas Co 

Six percent rate of return for Mississippi is found to be fair and 
reasonable. Mississippi River Fuel Corp 

Commission finds that actual cost of company’s outstanding long- 
term debt and preferred stock is a proper measure of cost of borrowed 
money and of preferred stock funds in determining a fair rate of return 
for Colorado in this case. Colorado Interstale Gas Co 

Based on record in this proceeding, Commission finds a rate of return 
of 5% percent is fair, reasonable and adequate to assure confidence in financial 
soundness of utility, to maintain its credit and to enable it to attract capi- 
tal necessary for proper discharge of its public duties. /d 

Since rate of return in cost of service formula should be no higher 
than cost of securing necessary capital, Commission conditions certificate 
to require filing of satisfactory gas tariff by Natural Gas Storage Co. 
Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois 

Commission affirms its determination that a 5.75 percent rate of return 
in this case is just and reasonable. Colorado Interstate Gas Co 

Commission believes cost-of-service basis for proposed rates to be 
charged by Wilcox is proper, but decides annual rate of return of 6 percent on 
net investment rate base for inclusion in cost-of-service formula would 
be adequate. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 

Examiner finds that 6 percent would represent a fair and reasonable 
rate of return to applicants for purposes of this case. Atlantic Seaboard 
Corp., et al- 


7. Rate SETTLEMENT. 


Interim settlement removes uncertainty which would be created if 
Texas Eastern followed procedure of putting increased rates now under 
suspension into effect under bond. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 

Commission conditions approval of interim settlement with proviso 
that, if Texas Eastern should elect to exercise its rights under Defense 
Production Authority certificate of necessity, then it must refund to its 
firm customers any Federal income tax credits or allowances realized 
through accelerated tax amortization for period interim rates are in effect. 


8. Rate ScHEDULES, TARIFFS, AND SERVICE AGREEMENTS. 


Applicants are required by order to file rate schedules containing 
rates and charges found to be just and reasonable which shall be applicable 
for sales thereunder where no estimated increase in costs of gas will result 
to individual customer, and to file schedules covering all other jurisdic- 
tional sales. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al : 

Commission finds that applicants should specifically provide in the 
general terms and conditions of their tariffs forstatement in service agree- 
ments of contract demand effective for each customer, as part of full 
disclosure contemplated. Jd ‘ iid ate ie cece ee ane 

Applicants are required to revise their tariffs to eliminate provisions 
which permits applicants to increase “contract demand”’ in event of over- 
runs by customer in excess of 3 percent of the contract demand. I/d 
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RATES—Continued 
8. Rate Scueputes, TARIFFS, AND SERVICE AGREEMENTS—Con. 


Commission orders deletion of provision in tariff that no reduction in 
billing demand shall be made during period when Northern’s deliveries 
are impaired by force majeure causes. Northern Natural Gas Co : 

Northern’s tariff is modified to reduce range within which the heat 
content of its gas can vary without a price adjustment by Northern. Jd 

Rate schedule R-1 proposed by Commission staff is prescribed for 
sales of gas above contract demand volumes on an interruptible basis, as 
this rate schedule appears to represent reasonable demand and commodity 
costs associated with such service. /d 

Since a rate schedule should contain the entire charge for gas sold 
and delivered, Northern’s rate scheduies GS-1, IND-1, and IN D-2 are 
combined in the CD-1 schedule. /d 

Commission requires Colorado to file rate schedules effecting reduction 
found due to customers other than Natural Gas Pipeline Co. Colorado 
Interstate Gas Co 

Authority granted to Texas Eastern to substitute new revised tariffs 
designed to produce annual revenue of $37,800,000 in place of revised 
tariffs presently suspended which were designed to produce increased 
revenue of $41,800,000. This substituted increase, which includes the 
$26,180,000 to be effective on December 1, will continue under suspension. 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 

Examiner finds that applicant should be permitted to continue re- 
striction contained in availability clauses of its rate schedules, whereby 
the gas available for use as boiler fuel by buyer, or by any one ultimate 
customer of buyer, could be limited to not more than 500 M. ec. f. per day. 
Atlantic Seahoard Corp., et al 

Examiner concludes that continuance of service by Seaboard to inter- 
vener, Washington Gas Light Co., under terms of contract of May 1, 1937, 
would be preferential to Washington and that contentions of intervener 
to the contrary are without merit. Jd 


9. SUSPENSION. 


Commission may suspend rate schedules which relate to commodity 
charge for direct industrial and non-resale gas when gas utility operates 
under two-part rate and such schedules are inseparable from schedule re- 
flecting demand charge for jurisdictional resales. Northern Natural Gas 
C'o 

Northern’s rate schedules IND-1 and IN D-2 are found to be subject 
to Commission’s suspension power in accordance with section 4 (e) of 
Natural Gas Act, since these schedules are not independent of the CD-1 
rate schedule which is subject to Commission jurisdiction. /d 

Commission reserves determination of disposition of revenues collected 
under bond, because it considers record inadequate. Jd 


10. Test PERtIop. 


Commission finds that the vear 1952 stands as the more representative 
year for purpose of testing validity of applicant’s present rates and estimates 
of costs of service and for determination of just and reasonable rates for 
future. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al 

For purpose of determining and fixing just and reasonable rates 
to be effective after June 1, 1952, Commission adopts 12-month test period 
of December 1, 1950, to November 30, 1951, inclusive, which is first year 
of operation of Northern’s system at 600 million cubie feet capacity. 
Vorthern N atural Gas Co 

Commission’s settled policy and practice is to test rates for future on 
basis of actual operating experience for a representative period of time 
and to adjust that experience for known changes which have occurred or 
will occur, and not to adjust rates on basis of forecasts which are inher- 
ently uncertain and speculative. Jd 

Twelve-month period ended February 28, 1951, is adopted as test period 
for determining lawfulness of increased rates and charges under considera- 
tion. Mississippi River Fuel Corp 

Estimates pertaining to vear 1952 as the test year used in this decision 
to determine just and reasonable rates. Atlantic Seaboard Corp., et al 
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REHEARING. 
See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 4. REHEARING. 
STORAGE FACILITIES. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 
SITY, 9. Srorace Factities. 


TEST PERIOD. 
See RATES, 10. Test Pertop. 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


ABANDON MEN T—Section 7 (b) (N. G. A.). Page 
1. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 
Consumers Gas Co., docket No. G-1846 87 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1725 167, 575 
2. AUTHORIZATION OF. 
Allentown-Bethlehem Gas Co., docket No. G—1910 1257 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1987 1268 
City Gas Co. of Phillipsburg, N. J., docket No. G-1694 1379 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Ine., docket No. G—1822 1219 
Jersey Central Power & Light Co., docket No. G-1896 1008 
Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—2020 1479 
Lopeno Gas Co., docket No. G-1903 1364 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G—-1732 1487 
Mississippi Gas Co., docket No. G—1992 1276 
Mississippi Power & Light Co., docket No. G—1865 884 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G-1847 227 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—1761 918 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-1750 1016 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1825 713 
Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1906 1312 
Wunderlich, Martin, docket No. G—1878 920 
ACCOUNTS. 
1. AMORTIZATION. 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. (Successor licensee to The 
Niagara Falls Power Co.), docket No. E-—6264 392 
2. GRANTING PERMISSION UNpER BALANCE SHEET Accounts IN- 
STRUCTION 6—-E. 
Atlantie City Electric Co., docket No. E-6426- 1015 
Publie Service Electric & Gas Co., docket No. E-6362 807 
3. RECLASSIFICATION OF. 
(a) Electric. 
Central Louisiana Electric Co., Inc. (Successor to Gulf 
Publie Service Co., Ine.), August 7, 1952 1177 
lowa Power & Light Co., February 14, 1952 816 
Orange & Rockland Electric Co., June 2, 1952 1038 
(b) Gas. 
Amere Gas Utilities Co., February 1, 1952 766 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Co., November 14, 1952 1441 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., March 31, 1952 928 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., February 1, 1952... 767 
Louisiana Nevada Transit Co., September 15, 1952 1295 
Southern California Gas Co., docket No. G—1556 1172 
United Natural Gas Co., February 4, 1952 765 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 


1. 


DETERMINATION OF. 


Alabama Power Co., project No. 82- 

Alabama Power Co., project No. 349 (Martin Dam) 
Alabama Power Co., project No. 618 (Jord: in Dam) 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 344 
Tacoma, Wash., City of, project No. 1862 (Nisqually) 


2069 


Valley National Bank of Phoenix, The, as Trustee, — No. 


ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (e) (F. P. A.). 


5 


ADJUSTMENT OF. 


California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 1927 
Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 2058 


2. EXEMPTION FROM PAYMENT. 


Pasadena, Calif., City of, project No. 1250_- 


South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No. 199__- 


12 


“; 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Section 7 (N. G. A.). 


2. 


3. 


APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G-1821 
Mississippi Valley Gas Co., docket No. G—329__- 
Potomac Gas Co., docket No. G-1169__- 
Southern Natural Gas Co. , docket No. G-1884. 


CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 
Lake Shore Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-1236 


Northeastern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1267___- 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1976_ 
St. Charles Gas Corp., docket No. G-1739___- 5 
Southern California Gas Co., docket No. G- 1079 _- 
Southern Natural Gas Co., doc ket No. G—-1308___- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1301 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1572_ __- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1693 


Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1847 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—-1277- 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—1411 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1879 


CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 


Amere Gas Utilities Co., docket No. G—-1716__-- 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—1949_ __- 
Arkansas- Missouri Power Co., docket No. G—1900_- 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—1906___- 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—1957___- 


Central Arizona Light & Power Co., docket No. G-1886__- 


Central Illinois Public Service Co., docket No. G—1836_ 
Chicago District Pipeline Co., docket No. G-1756 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-1760 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1845 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1867- 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1874 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1877-__ 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1882_ 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—1968 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—2007- 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—2038_-__ _- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1677- 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1872__ 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—2039 
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CERTIFICATE OF 


SUBJECT INDEX 


PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 
SIT Y—Section 7 (N. G. A Continued 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 

Colorado-Wyoming Gas Co., docket No. G—1821__ _- 
Connecticut Gas Co., The, docket No. G—1954_- 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—-1859 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—2006 
Cumberland & Allegheny Gas Co., docket No. G—1542 
Cumberland & Allegheny Gas Co., docket No. G—2028 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1336 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-1941 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1948 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1630 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1805 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1841 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1864 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1895 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1913 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1962 

Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1963 

F rede rick Gas Co., Ine., docket No. G—1944 

Gaffney Pipe Line "Co., docket No. G-1719 

Gas Lateral Co., docket No. G—-1809 

Gas Lateral Co., docket No. G—1986 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1844 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1946 

Jersey Central Power & Light Co., docket No. G—1228 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inec., docket No. G—1827 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—1889 

Lopeno Gas Co., docket No. G-1977 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G—1695 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G—1762 

Michigan- Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1953__ ; 

MidSouth Gas Co., docket No. G—1445 ‘ i 

Mississippi Gas Co., docket No. G—1861 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—1281 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—1975 

Mississippi Valley Gas Co., docket No. G—329 

Mississippi Valley Gas Co., docket No. G—1759 

Mississippi Valley Gas Co., docket No. G—1992 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. G—1933 

Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. G—2003 

Natural Gas Storage Co. of Illinois, docket No. G—1757 

New Jersey Natural Gas Co. (formerly County Gas Co.), docket 

No. G-1897 


NECES- 


AOS Ad A 


New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. 1824 . 844, 


New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—2076 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-1618 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—1862 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—1871 

Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—2011 

Pacific Gas & Electric Cuo., docket No. G—1892__ 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1612 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1714__- 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1715 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1722 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. ae 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket 2 2037 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., se No. G—-1976 ; 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. v. Central 5 Si Gas Co., 
docket No. G—1612 

Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G—1885_-- 

Permian Oil & Gas Co., The, docket No. G—2045_- . 

Philadelphia Electric Co., docket No. G-2001- - aerated 

Philadelphia Electric Co., docket No. G—2069 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 


SUBJECT INDEX 


SIT Y—Section 7 (N. G. A.)—Continued 


3. 


1, 


CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 


Potomac Gas Co., docket No. G—-1768 

Publie Service Electric & Gas Co., docket No. G—2021 
Rockland Light & Power Co., docket No. G—1958 
South Jersey Gas Co., docket No. G-1858 

Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1803 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1838 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1907 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1971 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-1308 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1993 
Sylvania Corp., The., docket No. G-1855 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—-1573 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1930 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—2025 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1693 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1792 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-1811 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1884 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., et al., docket No. G—1947 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1960 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—2027 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—-1830 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1847 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—2032 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—2068 

Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G-1829 
Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G-1875 
Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G—2004 
Texas Northern Gas Corp., docket No. G-1898 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—1782 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-1783 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—-1955 
Treasure State Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1984 

Inited Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—2036 

Tnited Gas Improvement Co., The, docket No. G—1910 
Inited Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1447 

Inited Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1750 

Tnited Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1826 

Inited Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1843 

Inited Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1880 

Inited Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1904 

Inited Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1464 

Tnited Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1854__ 

Wabash Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1486 

Washington Gas Light Co., docket No. G—1671 
Wunderlich, Martin, docket No. G—1801 


OrvER MobplrYINa. 


Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-1175 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1677 

Jersey Central Power & Light Co., docket No. G—1228 
Kansas- Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Ine., docket No. G—683 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G-1247 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—1391 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1618 
Philadelphia Electric Co., docket No. G—1030 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—880 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1003 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1012 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1089 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1693 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—1277 
Wabash Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1486 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES- 


x ; Page 
SITY—Section 7 (N. G. A Continued 
5. TEMPORARY CERTIFICATE. 
(a) Denied. 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-1319 1395 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-1012 1499 
(b) Time Erte nsion. 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—1281 760 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, AND SALE. 
1. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED. 
Arizona Public Service Co., docket No. E—6464 1549 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6401 784 
Central Arizona Light & Power Co., docket No. E-6402 R54 
Kansas City Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6428 1112 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-6429 1114 
Missouri Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6421 961 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E-6210 1543 
Scranton Electric Co., The, docket No. E-6405 893 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1464 995 
Virginia Electric & Power Co., docket No. E—-6438 1139 
Wisconsin Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6449 1433 
EXPORTATION. 
1. ELecrric. 
Central Power & Light Co., docket No. IT—5983 1410 
Citizens Utilities Co., docket No. E-6431 1330 
Citizens Utilities Co., docket No. E-6433 1443 
Compania Electrica Matamoros, 8. A., docket No. IT—5656 827 
La Junta Federal de Mejoras Materiales, docket No. IT—6083 831 
Luz y Fuerza de Reynosa, 8. A., docket No. E-6392 1411 
Maine Public Service Co., docket No. E-6408 932 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT—5460 1546 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., docket No. IT—6078 981 
San Diego Gas & Electric Co., docket No. IT—5743 900 
Servicios Electricos de Piedras Negras, 8S. A., docket No. IT—5026 833 
2. GAs. 
Treasure State Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1982 1448 
IMPORTATION 
1. Gas. 
Lopeno Gas Co., docket No. G—1902 1144 
Montana Power Co., The, docket No. G—1712 l 
INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1. Evecrric—Section 202 (F. P. A.). 
(a) Emergency Authorization. 
Central Maine Power Co., docket No. E-6247 1068 
Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp., docket No. E-6406 883 
Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric Co., docket No. E—6427 1199 
Connecticut Light & Power Co., The, docket No. E—6193 1128 
Maine Publie Service Co., docket No. E-6413 934 
Ohio Valley Electric Corp., docket No. E-6461 1434 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-—6015 852 
Tennessee Valley Authority, docket No. E-6364 1135 
Tennessee Valley Authority, docket No. E-6369 722, 1137, 1155 
(b) Extending Authorization. 
Texas Electric Service Co., docket No. [T—6077 1562 
(c) Terminating Authorization. 
United Illuminating Co., The, docket No. E—6394_ _- 723 
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1614 SUBJECT INDEX 


INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES—Continued 


2. Gas—Section 7 (a) (N. G. A.). 
(a) Application Dismissed. 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
(b) Application Granted. 


Fairfield, Ill., City of, docket No. G- 


docket No. G-1693 


1613 


Public Service Corp. of Texas, docket No. G—1640 


St. Charles Gas Corp., docket No. 
Warwick Gas Corp., docket No. G- 


INVESTIGATION. 
1. AMENDING ORDER. 
Montana Power Co., The, docket No. E 
2. OrpER INSTITUTING. 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G- 


1-1739 
1476_ 


—6384 


1630 


667, 


Mississippi River Fuel Corp. v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket 


No. G-—2097- 


Montana Power Co., The, docket No. E- 
Montana Power Co., The, docket No. E- 


6384 
-6467 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2085 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-1767 


South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., docket No. 


3. ORDER REQUIRING THE PRODUCTION oF R 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. ( 
4. OrpDER TERMINATING. 


ECORDS. 
7-1142-_- 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1630_ _---- 


Montana Power Co., The, docket No. E 
Public Service Commission of Wisconsir 


JURISDICTION. 
1. ELecrric. 
Electric Power, Inc., docket No. E-6437 


Potomac Light & Power Co., docket No. E S-6419___- 
420 - 


South Penn Power Co., docket No. E-6 
United Illuminating Co., The, docket N 


2. Gas. 


—6404_ 


E-6468 


i, docket No. G-1769- 


o. E-6394_. 


Citizens Gas Co., docket No. G—-1868 - - - - 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-2011__ 


LICENSE. 
1. AMENDMENTS. 


California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 421 


Loup River Public Power District, proje 


ct No. 1256 a 


Montana Power Co., The, project No. 479__-------- 
New England Power Co., project No. 1892___---- 


Oakdale Irrigation District, project No. 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 7 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 
Platte Valley Public Power & Irrigatior 

ae ina ae eer a 


= 
233... 


Panwa 
Bete on. 
1 District, 


Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project No. 943 


Safe Harbor Water Power Corp., projec 
Seattle, Wash., City of, project No. 553 - 
Southern California Edison Co. , project 
Southern California Edison Co., project 


t No. 1025 
No. 1930_- 


No. 2017___- 


project No. 


South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 1894- - - dination 


Star Valley Power & Light Co., project 


Wisconsin River Power Co., project No. 


No. 1651 - -- 


1984 _ - 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


LICENSE—Continued Page 
2. APPLICATION DISMISSED. 


Citizens Power Co., project No. 2002... .......--.--.-.------ 1031 
Consolidated Water Power Co., project No. 1953____.________- 769 
Corrigan, Walter D., Sr., project No. 653___---__- Ta eit bees 795 
oe 8 ee eee 1282 


Graff, Elizabeth H., project No. 1144- 
3. Masor PROJECTS. 


wets <a 


(a) Authorized. 


Border Counties Power Cooperative, Inc., project No. 2089. 1480 


Connecticut River Power Co., project No. 2077 ‘ ena 751 
Consolidated Water Power Co., project No. 1506____-__~_- 769 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2084_ _- oa. Ce 
Oroville-Wyandotte Irrigation District, project — 2088 _ - 1129 
Pend, Oreille Mines & Metals Co., project No. 1393- : 1483 
Pond, Charles, project No. 1413- ‘ 808 


Publie U tility District No. 1 of Pe nd Oreille C ounty , Wash., 
project No. 2042 cae ecerien) ae 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 675_._____________- 1253 






: Valdez Cold Storage Corp., project No. 1970_- eee 1061 
: Zehntbauer, John A., project No. 1097._.......-----_..-- 938 
: 4. Minor PROJECTS. 
(a) Authorized. 
| Ashmead, Glen, project No. 1824_-..........--.-....- -. 1314 
: Bahovec, Fred, project No. 1185_._.....................- 1533 
! Blankenship, Olive Beryl, project No. 2068 eae cape 792 
: Bolles, Kenneth J., project No. 1815____- ssoadeaeen > Ce 
Corrigan, Walter D., Sr., project No. 653__- Areca 795 
Getchell, Roy A., project No. 1132....................... 1320 
Hale, Roger, project No. 2080___- — Seah tt 814 
Haws, Murray W., project No. 1710_-- Sane sacs es 772 
Hylton, Hal T., project No. 1992____- - waGd ae 1554 
Jorgensen, Haven W., project No. idee years). 
Kosar, Everett Le roy, project No. 1711 paehetee 705 
LaBarge, William R., project No. 2081- oe aeeee 1270 
Larrabee, Consuelo M., project No. 871___......_._._.__._.. 1470 
Link, Otto F., project No. 2050_____- incre ientuts se ae 797 
Miller, Chester O. ., project No. 1808 _ - eaters 746 
Montana Phosphate Products Co., project No. 2103....---. 1169 
Packwood Electric Co., project No. 1751- sata siitgcsicnc ag" - 
Smith, H. B., project No. 1128_ - pacineaee 1389 
Springville, Utah, City of, project PG i icistacectacnia 1249 
Welch, H. project No. 1169___- aici 7 1202 
Young, eae project No. 2091_......__- - adipsia 891 
5. SURRENDER. 
Arizona Power Corp., The, project No. 1248 . ' ; ‘ 1522 
; Graff, John H., project No. 1144 : cde 1255 
Hidden Falls Lumber Co. , Ine., proje ct No. 1502- 966 
t Monticello, Utah, Town of, project No. 236__________- 1204 
) Puget Sound Power & Light Co., priest No. 1223_--- 1394 
) Sierra Pacific Power Co., project 1055- ._-. 1549 
3 Villiger, Margaret E., project No. 1419_____- batter tak 1156 
) West Penn Power Co., project No. 636_- _ oy 731 
Western Pacific Railroad Co., The, project No. 1181 a Se 
) 6. TERMINATION. 
5 Boogard, Andrew, project No. 1910__._...-.--.--.------- i 979 
; 7. TRANSFER. 
3 (a) Application Approved. 
i Arizona Power Co., The, project No. 2069______-___- , 707 
1 Breitenbush Hot Springs, Inc., project No. 1443_- 
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LICENSE—Continued 


Page 
TRANSFER—Continued 
(a) Application A pproved—Continued 

Bruff, Ethel May, project No. 1284___- : - 1153 
Grimes, Ben, project No. 1236 : . 1297 
Hydro-Electric Corp. of Virginia, project No. 906_-- 114] 
Pond’s Lodge, Ine., project No. 1413 1035 
Weaver, Murray Dale, project No. 1890- 1523 


(b) Application Dismissed. 


Getchell, Roy A., project No. 1132 322 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project No. 777 1043 


OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS. 


1. AUTHORIZATION GRANTED. 


Boshell, Edward O., docket No. ID-1107 an 956 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. EXHisirs. 
California Oregon Power Co., The, project No. 1927 1039 
Dairyland Power Cooperative, project No. 1960 848 
Kaukauna, Wis., City of, project No. 1510 1335 
Ketchikan, Alaska, City of, project No. 1922 847 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., project No. 346 903 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 16 1378 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2060 744 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., project No. 487 992 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 516 988, 1466 
Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 2058 978 
2. INTERMEDIATE DECISION PROCEDURE. 
(a) Motion for Omission Granted. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—585 829 
Wilcox Trend Gathering System, Inc., docket No. G—1947 1474 





INTERVENTION. 







Northeastern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1568 ; 1440 


4. OrRpDER TO SHow Cause. 





Duke Power Co., docket No. IT-5832 902 
Publie Service Co. of Colorado, docket No. E-6460 1370 
Union Carbide & Carbon Corp., project No. 1856 837 





5. PROCEEDINGS. 





(a) Consolidation for Hearing. 
City Gas Co. of Phillipsburg, N. J., docket No. G—1694 1102 
Northeastern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1568 1414 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-1277_ 720, 840 







(b) Motion for Due Process Procedure and for Immediate Issuance 
of Certificate. c 


Texas-Ohio Gas Co., docket No. G—1810 1425 








(ec) Motion to Dismiss Applications. 





Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—1697 711 
Northwest Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-996 1476 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G-2017 1571 





(d) Motion Requesting Documents. 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2085__-_- 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
6. REHEARING. 
(a) Denied. 


Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Company, docket No. G- 
585 5 

Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-1319 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—1115 

Indiana Gas & Water Co., Inc., docket No. G-1551 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1881 

Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co., docket No. G-1725 

Tacoma, Wash., City of, project No. 2016 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-1277 

Warwick Gas Corp., docket No. G—1476 


(b) Granted. 


Algonquin Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-1319 
Valley National Bank of Phoenix, The, project No. 2069 


(ec) Granted in Part and Denied in Part. 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1382 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-1618 


PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
1. DENIED. 
Citizens Power Co., project No. 2002 
2. IssuEb. 


Blue Ridge Electric Membership Corp., project No. 2087 

Blue Ridge Electric Membership Corp., project No. 2098 

Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2092 

Publie Utility District No. 1 of Lewis County, Wash., project 
No. 2083 

Warrior River Electric Co-operative Association, project No. 
2102 

Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 2075 

Windsor Locks Canal Co., The, project No. 2038 


3. Time EXTENSION. 


Delaware River Development Corp., The, project No. 2039 
Washington Water Power Co., The, project No. 2075 


PUBLIC LANDS—Section 24 (F. P. A.). 
1. DETERMINATION DENIED. 


Lands withdrawn in licensed project No. 108, docket No. DA-3 
Wisconsin—Harvey L. Risberg 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 115, docket No. 
DA-761—California—Pear! A. Hall 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 255 and first 
form reclamation withdrawal, docket No. DA-421—Idaho 
James B. Taylor 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 300 and proposed 
projects Nos. 98, 1912, and 1995, docket No. DA-672—Cali- 
fornia—Francis L. Dlouhy 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 426, docket No 
DA-416—Oregon—Cities of Boardman and Umatilla, Oregon 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 81, docket No. DA 

320—Colorado—Loren E. Johnson 
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PUBLIC LANDS—Section 24 (F. P. A.)—Continued 
2. DETERMINATION MADE. 





Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 115, docket No. 
DA-768—California—J. C. Parker...................------ 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 267, reservoir 
site reserve No. 17, and proposed project No. 514, docket No. 
DA-763—California—Ellsworth Carpenter - ---------- 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 26, docket No. DA- 
408—Oregon—Fred P. Rawson____._---...------------- 
Lands withdrawn in 1 power site reserve No. 77, docket No. DA- 

429—Idahc Ns ic ca atte aaa a a ene ee 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve “No. ‘81, docket No. DA- 
323—Colorado—H. B. Moore 
Lands withdrawn % power site reserve No. 83, water power 
designation No. 4, and —— project No. 837, docket No. 
DA-108—Arizona—A. PMR occ cnc 
Land withdrawn in aaa site reserve No. 87, docket No. DA- 
769—California— Bureau of Land Management, United States 
Department of the Interior 
Land withdrawn in = site reserve No. 87, docket Nos. DA- 
770 and DA-779— ae M. Airola and Hazel 
Avise Spe greets Geeta 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 87 and projects Nos. 
137, 525, and 707, docket No. DA-765—California—Hattie 
ce ke hoe a a eer 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 115, docket No. 
DA-123—Wyoming—Byron H. Smith._.......---.------- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 116, docket No. 
DA-325—Colorado—Thomas F. McBreen_---_-------------- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 116, docket No. DA- 
326—Colorado—Timothy J. Sullivan, Jr.._......----------- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 117 and by project No. 
503 filing, docket No. DA-427—Idaho— Maude Nettleton-_-- - 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 124, docket No. DA- 
324—Colorado—Claude E. Shultz ---.-.......-...-.-----.- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 129 and power site 
classification No. 324, docket No. DA-115—Washington— 
BOS Bp WN nine Seicincnuseusconcsnasaseinawowsns 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 193, docket No. DA- 
430—Idaho— Walter S. Sullivan. ---..........-.------.-.-- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 223, docket DA-416— 
Idaho—Charles J. Dahle-_-__....------ a lesa call 3 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 223, docket No. 
DAES 0 — AO SON oc ke on oho vekddncdcecncnncens 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 223, docket No. 
DA-426—Idaho—Henry Smith_.._......-.-----_------- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 253 and 116, docket 
No. DA-328—Coloradc monard Horn... ........ 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 261, docket No. 
DA-760—California—Richard C. Croop__.-------------- sis 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 261, docket No. 
DA-771—California—Dewey Mose--------- é da piaiatiesaie 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 261, docket No. 
DA-775—California—Clarence EK. Payne_--------- penis 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 267, docket No. 
DA-774—California—Herbert W. Harms- ee s 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 283, docket No. 
DA-417—Idaho—James B. Morris----- Peat agree oe 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 475, docket No. 
DA-419—Idaho—W. M. Gillette.___.........----.-------- 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 449 and project No. 
1274, docket No. DA-125—Montana—Richard Alsop -- ----- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 533 and 572 and 
proposed project No. 1105, docket No. DA-—114—Washington— 
Frank M. Smith_------- 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 590, ‘docket No. DA- 
109—Arizona—Edward M. Claridge 
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SUBJECT INDEX 


PUBLIC LANDS—Section 24 (F. P. A.)—Continued 
2. DETERMINATION Seen tale 


Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 674 and power site 
classification Nos. 107 and 399, docket No. DA-59—Alaska— 
po ee 

Land withdrawn in projects Nos. 263 and 301, docket No. 
DA-327—Colorado—Gunnar Dale--_-.-.......----..---.---- 

Lands withdrawn in proposed project No. 175, docket No. 
DA-767—California—M. B. Ritchie_...................- 

Lands withdrawn in proposed project No. 720, docket No. DA- 
333—Colorado—Colorado Springs, C olorado - San Sei oe 

Land withdrawn in proposed projects Nos. 885, 1379, and 1854, 
docket No. DA-431—Idaho—Forest Service, United States 
Departasest of Agriowteve........ ...~ 2-22 25025000.00cene=- 

Lands withdrawn in temporary power site reserve No. 78, docket 
No. DA-322—Colorado—Oliver I. Taylor______-_..-._----- 

Lands withdrawn in water power designation No. 5 and power site 
reserve No. 602, docket No. DA-110—Arizona—Lupe Sal- 
azar - is as est Grand abe oer rate Seidel alata eee ean ana ace Ee 

Land withdrawn in water power de ssignation No. 17, docket No. 
DA-404—Oregon—L. A. Ryan, Jr____--------------------- 


3. DETERMINATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY. 


Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 110, docket 
No. DA-329—Colorado—Colorado State Highway Department. 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 110, docket 
No. DA-332—Colorado—Colorado State Highway Depart- 
WR cic anins ca nsenctinumseseus Se ee 

Land withdrawn in powe r site classification No. 116, docket No. 
DA-780—California—State of California, Division of High- 
ways__..-- a 

Lands withdrawn in | power site classification No. 256 and. proje ct 
No. 1008, docket No. DA-793—California—Stuart D. Allen_ 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 363, docket No. 
DA-42—New Mexico—New Mexico State Highway Com- 
WN ice cts acadecenukhand eee é ade 

Land withdrawn in ‘powe r site classification No. 375, docket No. 
DA-117—Wyoming—Wyoming Highway De -partme nt 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification Nos. 392 and 404, 
docket No. DA-330—Colorado—Colorado State Highway 
Department 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 8, docket Nos. DA-418 
and DA-424—Idaho—-Lawrence R. Hays and State of Idaho, 
Department of Highways_-_---------------- Kicker s oi tt cote 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 10, docket No. 
D1-141—Montana—Montana State Highway Commission. 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 66, docket No. DA- 
407—Oregon—Oregon State Highway Commission... : ‘ 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 137, power site clas- 
sification No. 375, and project No. 149, docket No. DA-125— 
Wyoming—Wyoming igiwer Department dscccaiae 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 232, docket No. 
DA-798—Californis 
Works, Division of Highways ; 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 280, docket No. DA- 
410—Oregon—Oregon State Highwav Department_ a5) 

Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 565, docket No. 
DA-438—Idaho—Idaho Department of Public Works 

Land withdrawn in project No. 18, docket No. DA-437—Id: aho— 
Idaho Department of Public Works__-- 

Land withdrawn in proposed project No. 165, docket No. DA- 
122—Wyoming— Wyoming Highway Department - 

Lands withdrawn in project No. 853, docket No. DA-415— 
Oregon—Oregon State Highway Commission -- ; 





4. DETERMINATION VACATED. 


California Oregon Power Co., project No. 828__- } 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 78__~------- saree 


ate of California, Department of Public 
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RATES. 



























Page 
1. DiscCRIMINATION. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—1741 685 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1552 47] 
2. IN GENERAL. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—585 75 
3. INCREASE DENIED. 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. G—1641 288 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1881 278 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—1842 94 
1. OrpeER MakinG Errective INCREASED RaTES ON FURNISHING 
Bonp. 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-1779 819 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1116 862 
5. ScHEDULES. 
(a) Acceptance for Filing. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-1741 737 
(b) Allowed to Take Effect. 
Michigan—Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., April 29, 1952 959 
Michigan—Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., August 6, 1952 1185 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1382 123, 375 
United Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G—1447 1494 
United Gas Pipeline Co., docket No. G—2019 1162 
(c) Confirming and Approving. 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Washington-Oregon, 
docket No. E-6417_- 983 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Washington-Oregon, 
docket No. IT—5519 1105, 1174, 1341 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Washington-Oregon, 
docket No. IT-—6087 743 
Department of the Interior, Southwestern Power Adminis- 
tration, docket No. E-6370 1566 
Department of the Interior, Southwestern Power Adminis- 
tration, docket No. E-6407 953, 959 
(d) Interim Schedule Extended. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-585 758 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G—1955 1358 
(e) Interim Settlement. 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-1964 116 
(f) Rejection of. 
Mississippi River Fuel Corp., May 29, 1952 1029 
South Jersey Gas Co., docket No. G—1856 1205 
(g) Revision of. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—1384 13, 486 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G—-1115 324 
(h) Suspended. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2070 1294 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2096 1493 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G—2054___ 1290 
Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1791 817 
Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2056 1291 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E—6451 1186 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., docket No. G—2033 1206, 1317 
Commonwealth Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2053 1292 
East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1925 909 
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RATES—Continued Page 
5. ScHEDULES—Continued 


(h) Suspended—Continued 


East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2078 1376 
El Paso Natural Co., docket No. G—2018 1159 
Home Gas Co., docket No. G—1966 1026, 1363 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2051 1288 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G—1967_ 1027, 
1362 
Michigan- Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1678 . 1120 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—1697 717 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. G—2083 1408 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—1881 756 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—1786 = 800 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., The, docket No. G—1965 1025 
Roanoke Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-1981 1094 
Roanoke Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2105 1557 
South Jersey Gas Co., docket No. G—1856 734 
South Jersey Gas Co., docket No. G—2080 1377 
Southern Counties Gas Co. of California, docket No. G-2016 1158 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—2052 1285 
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc., docket No. G—2079 1375 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1964 1022 
Texas Gas Transmission Corp., docket No. G—2017 1161 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp., docket No. G-2075 1350 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—1781 779 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—2055 1287 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—1750 856 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—2019 1162, 1352 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—2084 1421 
REHEARING. See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
RIGHT-OF-WAY. See PUBLIC LANDS. 
SALE. See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE. 
SECURITIES. 
1. ACQUISITION or—Section 203 (F. P. A.). 
Conowingo Power Co., docket No. E-6411 916 
2. ComPETITIVE BippING REQUIREMENTS. 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6448 1247, 1293 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E—-6452 1298, 1315 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6400 ; 802 
i 3. Issuance or—Section 204 (F. P. A.). 
. Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6410 860 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6397 725 
i California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6448 1247 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-6403 850 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-6466 1561 
Duke Power Co., docket No. E-—6459 1422 
El Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-6422 7 955 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-—6415 930 
) Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6436 1080 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6458 1427 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E-6452 1298 
Iowa Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6424 989 
) Iowa Public Service Co., docket No. E—6453 1318 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-6423 972 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E-6425 . 1006 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E—6457 1343 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E-6462 1503 
) Mountain States Power Co., docket No. E—6442 1146 


Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6399 
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SECU RITIES—Continued 


3. 


4. 


IssUANCE oF—Section 204 (F. P. A.)—Continued 


Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6400__ 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6450_-_ 
Philadelphia Electric Co., docket No. E-6411 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E-6412 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. E-—6455 
Southern Utah Power Co., docket No. E-6418 
Southern Utah Power Co., docket No. E-6435 


SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORIZATION. 


California Electric Power Co., docket No. E-6448 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6415_- 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6436_-_ 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-—6458_- 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. E—6452 

Iowa Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6424 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co., docket No. E—6425 
Mountain States Power Co., docket No. E-6442 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6399__ 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6400__ 
Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. E-6450_-_ 
Southern Utah Power Co., docket No. E-6352 
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